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ERRATA 

Changes, corrections, and clarifications have been made to the Draft Tehachapi Uplands 

Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan (TU MSHCP), released on February 3, 2012 for 

public review, based on public and agency comments and internal review. These changes were 

made to improve the clarity and intent of the information provided in the TU MSHCP, and to 

respond to comments on the conservation measures provided in the TU MSHCP. These changes 

are summarized in Table 1. 

Only substantive changes to the text or figures are described in Table 1; grammatical or 

punctuation corrections are not included in the summary. Changes reflected in bold in Table 1 

represent additions to the text in the TU MSHCP; changes reflected as strikethrough represent 

deletions from the text. 

Table 1. Revisions to the TU MSHCP 

Section and Page Number Description of Change 

Section 1, Introduction and Background 

1.1.3, pages 1-15 to 1-16 The first draft of the TU MSHCP was released to the public on March 26, 2008. Based 
on response to comments and further input from USFWS, the TU MSHCP was revised 
to be and released for a second public comment period on February 3, 2012, with 
revisions. The Covered Lands boundaries, the Covered Species, and Covered 
Activities remain the same; however, revisions have been added to clarify the Covered 
Activities, to clarify the suitable habitat modeling efforts, and to fix discrepancies in the 
text. The analysis of the California condor has also been revised to incorporate the 
USFWS suitable foraging habitat model and food availability analysis, and to revise. 
Finally, the alternatives have been revised. In response to additional comments, the 
TU MSHCP was further revised to conform the objectives for the various Covered 
Species to coincide with those required in the Final EIS and resolve minor 
discrepancies in the text. 

Section 2, Plan Description and Activities Covered by Permit 

2.2.1, page 2-4 The 200 acres of permanent ground disturbance allocated to the Plan-Wide Activities 
described in this section would primarily be associated with construction of new roads, 
back-country cabins, and ancillary structures, if needed. The 200 acres of permanent 
ground disturbance does not include impacts from Plan-Wide Activities to the existing 
359 acres of developed or agriculture non-native land covers listed in Table 3-1 in 
Section, Environmental Settingdisturbance areas or non-native vegetation. 

2.2.1, page 2-5 

(Livestock Grazing and Range 
Management) 

 Grazing levels comparable to the historic average grazing level of 
approximately at a maximum total of14,500 head of cattle, or equivalent animal 
units, would continue on the ranch through the permit term consistent with 
current practices. The conservation measures in this TU MSHCP further require 
USFWS review and approval of a grazing management plan that incorporates 
required BMPs (see Sections 4 and 7 of this TU MSHCP).  
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Table 1. Revisions to the TU MSHCP 

Section and Page Number Description of Change 

2.2.1, page 2-11  

(Utilities) 

(b) Utilities to serve development… 

o Within the TMV Planning Area, relocation of the following must be 
within 1,000 feet of the existing alignment: 1) a north/south 66 kv 
aboveground transmission line located within TMV Specific Plan Area 1 
and 5 6; (2) a 66 kv aboveground transmission line in the vicinity of the 
Lebec Road–I-5 Interchange; (3) an temporary relocation of an 
existing aboveground 12 kv existing aboveground transmission line 
that runs east from I-5, just north of Castac Lake, (for which relocation 
will be temporary during construction, and then which will be 
undergrounded outside of the I-5 corridor within the TMV Planning 
Area after construction is complete); and (4) possible relocation of 
various smaller aboveground lines (which may be temporarily relocated 
during construction)… 

o Within the TMV Planning Area development envelope, two 
communication towers under 70 80 feet will be constructed as required 
by Kern County. 

2.2.1, page 2-12 

(Back-Country Cabins) 

 Back-Country Cabins. Nine Eight back-country cabins exist on Tejon Ranch the 
Covered Lands, including two cabins within the Condor Study Area. Use of these 
cabins would continue. Under the TU MSHCP, the nine eight existing back-country 
cabins could be maintained, improved, repaired, replaced, or reconstructed in their 
existing locations, within their existing footprints and without substantial increase in 
height. The one cabin within the TMV development envelope maybe converted to 
another use. The nine eight cabins could also be constructed, expanded, relocated, 
or removed in the TU MSHCP Mitigation Lands with the approval of USFWS if 
USFWS determines that such activity is consistent with preservation of the 
conservation values of the TU MSHCP Mitigation Lands, provided that none of the 
seven six cabins that currently exist outside of the Condor Study Area could be 
relocated to the Condor Study Area. The conservation measures in Section 4.4.1.4 
require that no other back-country cabins be constructed in or relocated to the 
Condor Study Area. Any of the other seven six back-country cabins that currently 
exist on the ranch may be relocated in the TU MSHCP Mitigation Lands with the 
approval of USFWS. No new cabins could be constructed unless one of the existing 
nine eight cabins is removed or demolished (the existing cabin within the TMV 
development area is considered demolished)… 

Section 3, Environmental Setting 

3.2, page 3-2 Table 3-1 presents a summary of the vegetation communities in the Covered Lands. 
Vegetation of the portions of the San Joaquin Valley foothills covered by this TU MSHCP 
consists primarily of grasslands dominated by non-native plants. Small areas of 
grasslands dominated by native plants and Mojavean scrub–supporting species, such as 
juniper (Juniperus californicus), pinyon pine, and Joshua tree (Yucca brevifolia), are 
present in parts of the Antelope Valley foothills portion of the Covered Lands.  

Note: Insert Table 3-1 (see Attachment A to this Errata) 

3.4, page 3-5 Under the current management regime, the number of cattle on the ranch ranges from 
8,000 to 17,000; in an, with an average year, the number of cattle is of 14,500. 
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Table 1. Revisions to the TU MSHCP 

Section and Page Number Description of Change 

Section 4, California Condor 

4.2.1.1, page 4-41 (8) Back-country cabins: 

Nine Eight back-country cabins are currently present on the Covered Lands. Maintenance 
and use of these cabins would continue. In addition, cabins may be relocated with limitations 
as described in Section 2.2.1 of this TU MSHCP… 

4.2.2.2, page 4-51 Under the Ranchwide Agreement, grazing is anticipated to continue at the current level 
of 14,500 head of cattle on the remainder of Tejon Ranch, and hunting would also 
continue on large areas of suitable foraging habitat preserved under the Ranchwide 
Agreement and within Established Open Space in Covered Lands. Approximately 550-
1,100 800 to 1,200 pigs and deer are killed on Tejon Ranch each year and wild pigs 
are expanding their range in California (TRC 2012). Along with wild carrion, hunting 
activities would continue to provide important food resources for condors using the 
ranch. Although regular hunting activity will be reduced in scope within the TMV 
Specific Plan Area, guided hunts will be permitted in the TMV Planning Area Open 
Space, and TRC’s commercial hunting operations will continue in the portions of critical 
habitat that are outside of the development boundaries…along with the continuation of 
historical and current grazing levels and practices, feral pig and deer hunting…, 

4.2.2.2, page 4-53 Cognizant of the need to minimize the potential for impacts such towers may pose on 
low-flying condors, the County is requiring installation of two towers (PA-2 and DF-1, as 
depicted in Figure 4-9, Proposed Kern County Emergency Communication Tower 
Locations), with one at approximately 68 78 feet in height (including antennae) and the 
other at approximately 65 70 feet in height (including antennae), at the two separate 
locations in the TMV Planning Area development envelope depicted in Figure 4-9, in 
order to provide suitable radio communication coverage. Both towers will incorporate 
USFWS-approved condor anti-perching devices on all potential landing surfaces, 
would be designed to be self-supporting (i.e., no guide wires), and will be 
designed so the facades are primarily solid to improve visibility situated such that 
they will be clearly visible from surrounding vegetation, terrain, and/or other artificial 
structures. For the PA-2 tower, TRC will consult with USFWS regarding the feasibility of 
locating the tower downslope (closer to trees), and agrees to do so to the extent 
feasible as determined by the County. For any future emergency communication towers 
on Covered Lands, USFWS must review, and may approve, the location and 
configuration of the towers.  With respect to transmission lines, new transmission 
lines will be undergrounded and overall, the number of existing above ground 
lines will be reduced, and any relocation of existing lines (see Figure 4-9), are 
limited and subject to USFWS review and approval. 

4.2.3.1, page 4-55 Note: Insert revised Figure 4-9 (see Attachment B to this Errata) 

4.4.1.3, page 4-73 Continued grazing, under the Ranchwide Agreement, at approximately the current 
level of 14,500 head of cattle (with yearly variation to account for rangeland 
conditions), on the remainder of Tejon Ranch. 

4.4.1.3, page 4-73 Along with wild carrion, continuation of hunting and grazing activities through the permit 
term would continue to provide important food resources for condors using the ranch. 

4.4.1.4, page 4-73 to -74 

 

(1) Within the TMV Planning Area and Lebec/Existing Headquarters Area, design 
restrictions and review and approval processes are required for new vertical 
communication structures, as set forth below: 

(a) TRC may install two emergency communication towers (PA-2 and DF-1, 
as depicted in Figure 4-9)—one at approximately 68 78 feet in height 
(including antennae), and the other at approximately 65 70 feet in height 
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Table 1. Revisions to the TU MSHCP 

Section and Page Number Description of Change 

(including antennae)—at the two separate locations in the TMV Planning 
Area development envelope depicted in Figure 4-9, in order to provide 
suitable radio communication coverage.  

The two proposed emergency communication towers will include 
design restrictions identified by the Service and set forth below to 
minimize the potential for collisions. Such restrictions must be 
reviewed and approved by the Service and include the following: 

1) The towers shall be self-supporting (i.e., no guide wires shall be 
included as part of the design); 

2) The tower facades will be primarily solid (e.g., through use of 
panels or other sidings, wider or denser lattice work, or 
alternative tower solutions as approved by the Service) to 
increase their visibility to California condors, although 
microwave dish and antennae will be exposed in order to 
provide appropriate systems operation; 

3) Both The towers will incorporate USFWS-approved condor anti-
perching devices on all potential landing surfaces. 

For the PA-2 tower, TRC will consult with USFWS regarding the feasibility 
of locating the tower downslope (closer to trees), and agrees to do so to 
the extent feasible as determined by the County.  

(b) The placement and maintenance of any other future communication or 
utility towers or similar structure within the TMV Planning Area and 
Lebec/Existing Headquarters Area, other than the two communication 
towers identified in (1)(a) and the smaller cell towers and similar 
structures identified in (1)(c), to meet public safety requirements on 
Covered Lands is not currently proposed under the TU MSHCP and is 
generally prohibited; provided, however, that TRC may request, and 
subject to USFWS shall review and may approveal the construction, 
design and location of any new tower or similar structure. The future 
placement of any new communication or utility tower or similar 
structure within the TMV Planning Area and Lebec/Existing 
Headquarters Area will also trigger the need for an amendment to the 
TU MSHCP and permit and further NEPA review, if the placement or 
operation of such tower or structure would exceed the height 
restrictions and/or other conditions set forth in (1)(c) below or result in 
new, potentially significant effects on the environment, including but 
not limited to impacts on or take of ESA listed species.    Such factors 
as tower height and construction design, historical and existing condor flight 
patterns over the ranch, and proximity to existing towers and structures 
would shall be considered as part of this any future USFWS review of the 
proposed tower or structure. The towers shall In addition, the future 
approval of a new tower or structure would require that the tower or 
structure be self-supporting (i.e., no guide wires shall be included as part of 
the design) and be kept clean of debris, such as cable, trash, and 
construction materials. Any towers or structure that provided the 
potential for perching would shall be designed required to include USFWS-
approved anti-perching devices suitable to deter condors from perching on 
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Table 1. Revisions to the TU MSHCP 

Section and Page Number Description of Change 

the towers or structure. The design and location of the anti-perching 
devices are also subject to the review and approval of USFWS. 

(bc) Smaller cell phone antennas, radio antennas, and other similar vertical 
communication structures are a permitted use within the development 
footprint as long as such structures/antennas adhere to the following criteria: 
(a) the structures shall be no higher than 10 feet above houses or buildings 
(taller structures shall require the review and approval of USFWS), 
assuming the height limits for houses or buildings within the TMV Specific 
Plan Area vary between 35 and 45 feet; (b) the structures shall be installed 
within the TMV Planning Area development envelope and/or Lebec/Existing 
Headquarters Area; (c) if the structure contains surfaces suitable for 
perching by condors, the structure shall contain USFWS-approved anti-
perching devices on such surfaces to deter condors from perching; (d) the 
structures shall be visible so as to be clearly differentiated from nearby 
vegetation, other structures, and topography; and (e) the structures shall be 
located closer to trees where practicable and consistent with effective 
operations of communication systems. TRC shall confer with USFWS 
regarding the placement of the antenna and structure during preparation of 
tentative tract maps and corresponding grading plans. 

(cd) All communication tower and similar structure sites shall be kept clean 
of debris, such as cable, trash, and construction materials. 

(2) Within the Covered Lands, outside of the TMV Planning Area and Lebec/Existing 
Headquarters Area construction or maintenance by TRC or any third party under 
TRC’s control of any new vertical communication or other utility tower or similar 
structures outside existing antenna farms, excluding flexible or small antennas (e.g., 
whip antennas) under 20 feet in height, are is generally prohibited; provided, 
however, that TRC may request, and USFWS shall review and may approve the 
construction, design and location of any new tower or similar such vertical 
communication structures. The future placement of any new communication or 
utility tower or similar structure outside of the TMV Planning Area and 
Lebec/Existing Headquarters Area on the Covered Lands will trigger the need 
for an amendment to the TU MSHCP and permit and further NEPA review if the 
placement of such tower or structure would result in new, potentially significant 
effects on the environment including, but not limited to, impacts on, or take of, 
ESA listed species. Such factors as tower or structure height and construction 
design, historical and existing condor flight patterns over the ranch, and proximity to 
existing towers and structures would shall be considered as part of this review any 
future USFWS review of a proposed communication or utility tower or structure. 
In addition, the future approval of a new communication or utility tower or 
structure would require that the tower or structure. The towers shall be self-
supporting (i.e., no guide wires shall be included as part of the design) and shall be 
kept clean of debris, such as cable, trash, and construction materials. Any tTowers or 
structure that provided the potential for perching would shall be required designed 
to include USFWS-approved anti-perching devices suitable to deter condors from 
perching on the towers or structure. The design and location of the anti-perching 
devices is also subject to USFWS review approval.   
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Table 1. Revisions to the TU MSHCP 

Section and Page Number Description of Change 

4.4.1.4, page 4-75 (4) Within the Covered Lands, no new aboveground high-voltage tower or transmission 
line, or similar aboveground electrical transmission structure or line will be built by 
TRC. The following existing towers and lines (see Figure 4-9) may be relocated 
within 1,000 feet of existing lines as long as the potential for injury or harm to 
condors will be minimized with the installation of anti-perching devices: (1) a 
north/south 66kv aboveground transmission line located within TMV Specific Plan 
Area 1 and 5; (2) a 66kv aboveground transmission line in the vicinity of the Lebec 
Road–I-5 Interchange; (3) an temporary relocation of an existing aboveground 
12kv existing aboveground transmission line that runs east from I-5, just north of 
Castac Lake, which will be undergrounded outside of the I-5 corridor may be 
temporarily relocated during construction, and then shall be undergrounded within 
the TMV Planning Area after construction is complete; and (4) possible 
relocation of smaller aboveground lines may be temporarily relocated during 
construction (see Figure 4-9). Additional relocated transmission or distribution lines 
are prohibited unless approved by USFWS following review. All new transmission 
and distribution lines built by TRC will be placed underground. The locations of the 
transmission lines proposed for relocation are subject to USFWS review and 
approval, with the exception that the smaller lines identified in category (4) 
above may be relocated without USFWS review and approval, provided such 
smaller lines are relocated within 0.5 mile of I-5 and avoid prominent 
ridgelines. Any relocation of the 66 kV transmission line (categories (1) and 
(2) above) shall also avoid prominent ridgelines as identified in Figure 4-9.  

4.4.1.5, page 4-76 (2) If it is observed or otherwise determined that condors are perching on or 
attracted to structures located on private property within the TMV Planning Area 
or other Covered Lands, the USFWS, or other party authorized by USFWS (such 
as the Tejon Staff Biologist), will be allowed, after coordination with the property 
owner, to access the property in order to implement avoidance (hazing) 
measures, including for example, installation of passive roof-top sprinkler 
systems on structures to deter condors from the property, and other hazing 
measures as deemed appropriate by USFWS.  This measure will be included in 
CC&Rs for commercial and residential development. 

4.4.3, page 4-77 to -78 (a) Dedicated conservation of the Initial Mitigation Lands would be phased according to 
the terms of the Implementing Agreement as follows. A conservation easement is 
required to be recorded on the 47,871 47,671 acres of Initial Mitigation Lands, which 
include the 37,099-acre Condor Study Area portion of the Established Open Space 
and a 10,722 10,572-acre portion of the TMV Planning Area Open Space, prior to 
grading of the TMV Project. TRC, at its option, may increase the acreage of the 
Initial TMV Planning Area Open Space Lands to coordinate easement 
boundaries with CDFG. The obligation to record a conservation easement over the 
TMV Planning Area Open Space portion of the Initial Mitigation Lands will be extended 
for up to 5 years provided that an MOP and a memorandum of agreement to record a 
conservation easement is recorded prior to the grading of the TMV Project. 

(b) The Remaining Mitigation Lands will be permanently conserved in accordance with the 
terms of the Implementing Agreement as follows. Dedicated conservation easements 
are required to be recorded over the 56,423 acres of Established Open Space following 
the schedule set forth in the Ranchwide Agreement, but in no event shall the recording of 
easements extend beyond the permit term. The 12,229 12,429 acres of the TMV 
Planning Area Open Space within the Remaining Mitigation Lands… 
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Table 1. Revisions to the TU MSHCP 

Section and Page Number Description of Change 

4.4.3.5, page 4-88 (7) Assist USFWS with assessment and implementation methods to discourage 
California condors’ use and visitation of human communities and dwellings on the 
Covered Lands. The USFWS-approved Tejon Staff Biologist will contact USFWS 
immediately if habituation behavior by California condors is witnessed or reported 
and will assist USFWS, as necessary and as requested by USFWS, by 
providing additional monitoring of condors determined to be exhibiting 
behaviors with the potential to result in habituation, and/or of areas within 
Covered Lands determined to be attractive to condors. The discouragement 
measures, including “hazing,” will… 

4.4.3.6, page 4-88 to -89 (1) Within 60 days of the effective date of the TU MSHCP’s associated ITP…manner; 
and (ii) acting as a liaison between USFWS and TRC with respect to all 
conservation program activities and requirements under this TU MSHCP; and (iii) 
coordinating the provision of necessary Tejon Ranch access 
documentation and authorization to USFWS personnel in order for such 
personnel to implement avoidance measures (hazing) to condors exhibiting 
habituation behaviors and/or to monitor condors on Tejon Ranch. 
Immediately upon selecting the TRC contact person… 

4.6, page 4--99 to -100 (1) If, as a result of ongoing monitoring by the USFWS-approved Tejon Staff 
Biologist…Potential remedies can include increased education and awareness to 
Tejon residents, guests, staff, and workers regarding the dangers of microtrash; 
increased monitoring of events and activities that are potential sources of 
microtrash, including for example, more frequent collection of microtrash; and 
revision of guidelines regarding location of antennae and/or towers, including 
the redesign of problem towers, and if redesign is not effective, relocation 
of problem towers….  

Section 5, Other Covered Species 

NONE IDENTIFIED  

Section 6, Potential Biological Impacts/Take Assessment 

6.2.4.1.1, page 6-47 Covered Activities would result in the permanent loss … occurring in varying population 
densities where they do occur. Grinnell (1937) indicated that across its entire range 
in California, ringtails may only occur in densities of 0.2 per square mile, but that 
some habitats support up to 6 ringtails per square mile. Some studies in 
California have found much higher densities. For example, in the northern 
Central Valley of California estimated ringtail densities based on mark/recapture 
studies ranged from approximately 27 to 53 ringtails per square mile (10.5 to 20.5 
per square kilometer) and in the Central Valley estimated densities based on 
radiotelemetry studies ranged from 18 to 51 ringtails per square mile (7 to 20 
individuals per square kilometer) (Poglayen-Neuwall and Toweill 1988). For 
example, in two California locales, densities ranged from 27 to 53 ringtails per square 
mile in the northern Central Valley, but only from 0.2 to 6 ringtails per square mile in 
chaparral in a Pacific drainage of the Sierra Nevada (Grinnell et al. 1937). Elsewhere, 
outside of California, estimated population densities have ranged from 
approximately 4 to 7 ringtails per square mile (1.5 to 2.9 per square kilometer) in 
Zion National Park in Utah and from 6 to 11 ringtails per square mile (2.2 to 4.2 per 
square kilometer) in juniper and oak woodland habitat on the Edwards Plateau in 
Texas (Poglayen-Neuwall and Toweill 1988)… 
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Table 1. Revisions to the TU MSHCP 

Section and Page Number Description of Change 

6.2.4.1.2, page 6-49 With this level of conservation… north Central Valley of California, estimated densities 
have ranged from about four 18 to eight 53 ringtails per square mile (Poglayen-Neuwall 
and Toweill 1988). However, focused surveys for ringtail in the TMV Specific Plan 
Area were negative and it is expected that, if present, the ringtail density is very low 
and likely less than the 0.2 ringtails per square mile estimated by Grinnell et al. 
(1937) for its range in California (i.e., 1 ringtail per 3,200 acres). Therefore, the 
permanent loss of 8% (8,287 acres) of modeled suitable habitat within Covered Lands... 

Section 7, Conservation Plan for Other Covered Species 

7.1.1.1.1, page 7-4 

(Tehachapi slender salamander) 

Objective 3.1: Construction in modeled suitable habitat in riparian/wetlands areas will be 
avoided to the extent practicable (generally anticipated to be limited to road crossings 
and culverts and not anticipated to exceed 3% of modeled suitable habitat). 

7.1.1.1.2, page 7-7 

(western spadefoot) 

Objective 2.1: Construction in modeled suitable habitat in riparian/wetlands areas will 
be avoided to the extent practicable (generally anticipated to be limited to road 
crossings and culverts and not anticipated to exceed 3% of modeled suitable habitat). 

7.1.1.1.2, page 7-7 

(western spadefoot) 

Objective 3.1: Surveys prior to grading...The project biologist may reduce the 300-foot 
setback at his or her discretion depending on the suitability of site conditions. A western 
spadefoot toad relocation plan, which will include, at a minimum, the timing and 
methods for capturing and releasing adults, will be prepared prior to the initiation of 
grading activities. The relocation plan will be submitted to CDFG for review.  

7.1.1.1.3, page 7-11 

(yellow-blotched salamander) 

Objective 4.1: Surveys prior to grading…disturbance area from where individuals were 
removed. A yellow-blotched salamander relocation plan, which will include, at a 
minimum, the timing and methods for capturing and releasing adults, will be 
prepared prior to the initiation of grading activities. The relocation plan will be 
submitted to CDFG for review. 

7.1.1.2.3, page 7-22 

(burrowing owl) 

Objective 4.2: If non-nesting burrowing owls are observed on site, construction work will 
proceed after owls are evacuated from site using a CDFG-approved burrow closure 
procedure and after alternative burrow sites have been provided in accordance with 
CDFG’s Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation (CDFG 2012 1995). Results of surveys 
and relocation efforts will be submitted to CDFG. 

7.1.1.2.5, page 7-29 

(least Bell’s vireo) 

Objective 2.1: Construction in modeled breeding/foraging habitat in riparian/wetlands 
habitat areas will be avoided to the extent practicable (generally anticipated to be 
limited to road crossings and culverts and not anticipated to exceed 5% of modeled 
breeding/foraging habitat). 

7.1.1.2.5, page 7-29 

(least Bell’s vireo) 

Objective 3.1: Nesting bird sSurveys for breeding least Bell’s vireo will be 
conducted, pursuant to accepted protocol for this species, prior to grading for 
breeding least Bell’s vireo will be conducted for construction activities that would 
occur in or immediately adjacent to suitable breeding/foraging habitat and that are 
scheduled for the breeding season (April through August May 15 through September 
15) of this species. The results of the surveys will be submitted to CDFG. 

7.1.1.2.5, page 7-29 to -30 

(least Bell’s vireo) 

Objective 3.2: If breeding least Bell’s vireos are observed on site, construction activities 
will be avoided during the breeding season, or, if construction must take place during 
the breeding season, a 500-foot no disturbance buffer will be established around 
active nests. CDFG will be consulted regarding any variance to this buffer 
distance. setback will be provided or noise-attenuating measure(s) will be 
implemented, The buffer will be maintained until young have fledged and are no 
longer dependent on the nest or nest territory. The Service-approved Tejon Ranch Staff 
Biologist may reduce the 500-foot setback at his or her discretion depending on the 
suitability of site conditions; however, the setback may not be less than 300 feet. 
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Table 1. Revisions to the TU MSHCP 

Section and Page Number Description of Change 

7.1.1.2.5, page 7-31 

(least Bell’s vireo) 

Objective 7.2: The installation of infrastructure (and trails) or other permanent ground-
disturbing activity within open space areas will include efforts to minimize the footprint 
and use BMPs for the design and installation of any such infrastructure, including 
surveys prior to grading, contractor education, staking, and temporary construction 
fencing. Nesting bird surveys for breeding least Bell’s vireo will be conducted, 
pursuant to accepted protocols for this species, prior to grading for construction 
activities that would occur in or immediately adjacent to suitable 
breeding/foraging habitat and that are scheduled to occur during the breeding 
season (May 15 through September 15) of this species. The results of the surveys 
will be submitted to CDFG. 

If breeding least Bell’s vireos are observed on site, construction activities will be 
avoided during the breeding season, or, if construction must take place during 
the breeding season, a 500-foot no-disturbance buffer will be established around 
active nests. CDFG will be consulted regarding any variance to this buffer 
distance. The buffer will be maintained until young have fledged and are no 
longer dependent on the nest or nest territory. 

7.1.1.2.6, page 7-32 

(little willow flycatcher) 

Objective 2.1: Construction in modeled foraging/winter stopover habitat in 
riparian/wetlands habitat areas will be avoided to the extent practicable (generally 
anticipated to be limited to road crossings and culverts and not anticipated to exceed 
3% of modeled foraging/winter stopover habitat). 

7.1.1.2.8, page 7-38 

(southwestern willow flycatchers) 

Objective 2.1: Construction in modeled breeding/foraging habitat in riparian/wetlands 
habitat areas will be avoided to the extent practicable (generally anticipated to be 
limited to road crossings and culverts and not anticipated to exceed 3% of modeled 
breeding/foraging habitat). 

7.1.1.2.8, page 7-38 

(southwestern willow flycatchers) 

Objective 3.1: Nesting bird sSurveys for breeding southwestern willow flycatcher will 
be conducted, pursuant to accepted protocols for this species, prior to grading for 
construction activities that would occur in or immediately adjacent to suitable 
breeding/foraging habitat and that are scheduled to occur during the breeding 
season (May 1 through September 15) for this species scheduled for the breeding 
season. The results of the surveys will be submitted to CDFG. 

7.1.1.2.8, page 7-38 

(southwestern willow flycatchers) 

Objective 3.2: If breeding southwestern willow flycatchers are observed on site, 
construction activities will be avoided during the breeding season, or, if construction 
must take place during the breeding season, a 500-foot no- disturbance buffer will be 
established around active nests. setback will be provided or noise-attenuating 
measure(s) will be implemented, CDFG will be consulted regarding any variance to 
this buffer distance. The buffer will be maintained until young have fledged and are 
no longer dependent on the nest or nest territory. The project biologist may reduce the 
500-foot setback at his or her discretion depending on the suitability of site conditions; 
however, the setback may not be less than 300 feet. 

7.1.1.2.8, page 7-40 

(southwestern willow flycatchers) 

Objective 7.2: The installation of infrastructure (and trails) or other permanent ground-
disturbing activity within open space areas will include efforts to minimize the footprint and 
use BMPs for the design and installation of any such infrastructure, including surveys prior to 
grading, contractor education, staking, and temporary construction fencing. Nesting bird 
surveys for breeding southwestern willow flycatchers will be conducted, pursuant to 
accepted protocols for this species, prior to grading for construction activities that 
would occur in or immediately adjacent to suitable breeding/foraging habitat and that 
are scheduled to occur during the breeding season (May 1 through September 15) of 
this species. The results of the surveys will be submitted to CDFG. 
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If breeding southwestern willow flycatchers are observed on site, construction 
activities will be avoided during the breeding season, or, if construction must 
take place during the breeding season, a 500-foot no-disturbance buffer will be 
established around active nests. CDFG will be consulted regarding any variance 
to this buffer distance. The buffer will be maintained until young have fledged 
and are no longer dependent on the nest or nest territory. 

7.1.1.2.10, page 7-44 

(western yellow-billed cuckoo) 

Objective 2.1: Construction in modeled breeding/foraging habitat in riparian/wetlands 
habitat areas will be avoided to the extent practicable (generally anticipated to be 
limited to road crossings and culverts and not anticipated to exceed 3% of modeled 
breeding/foraging habitat). 

7.1.1.2.10, page 7-45 

(western yellow-billed cuckoo) 

Objective 3.1: Focused sSurveys prior to grading for breeding western yellow-billed 
cuckoo will be conducted prior to grading for construction activities that would occur 
in or immediately adjacent to suitable breeding/foraging habitat and that are scheduled 
for the to occur during the breeding season (May 15 through September 15) for this 
species. The results of the focused surveys will be submitted to CDFG. 

7.1.1.2.10, page 7-45 

(western yellow-billed cuckoo) 

Objective 3.2: If breeding western yellow-billed cuckoos are observed on site, 
construction activities will be avoided during the breeding season, or, if construction 
must take place during the breeding season, a 500-foot no-disturbance buffer will be 
established around active nests. CDFG will be consulted regarding any variance 
to this buffer distance. setback will be provided or noise-attenuating measure(s) will 
be implemented, The buffer will be maintained until young have fledged and are no 
longer dependent on the nest or nest territory. The project biologist may reduce the 
500-foot setback at his or her discretion depending on the suitability of site conditions; 
however, the setback may not be less than 300 feet. 

7.1.1.2.10, page 7-46 

(western yellow-billed cuckoo) 

Objective 7.2: The installation of infrastructure (and trails) or other permanent ground-
disturbing activity within open space areas will include efforts to minimize the footprint 
and use BMPs for the design and installation of any such infrastructure, including 
surveys prior to grading, contractor education, staking, and temporary construction 
fencing. Nesting bird surveys for breeding western yellow-billed cuckoo will be 
conducted, pursuant to accepted protocols for this species, prior to grading for 
construction activities that would occur in or immediately adjacent to suitable 
breeding/foraging habitat and that are scheduled to occur during the breeding 
season (May 15 through September 15) for this species. The results of the 
focused surveys will be submitted to CDFG.  

If breeding western yellow-billed cuckoos are observed on site, construction 
activities will be avoided during the breeding season, or, if construction must 
take place during the breeding season, a 500-foot no-disturbance buffer will be 
established around active nests. CDFG will be consulted regarding any variance 
to this buffer distance. The buffer will be maintained until young have fledged 
and are no longer dependent on the nest or nest territory. 

7.1.1.2.11, page 7-47 

(white-tailed kite) 

Objective 3.1: Although white-tailed kites not expected to breed on site, construction in 
riparian woodland potential breeding habitat in riparian/wetlands habitat areas will be 
avoided to the extent practicable (generally anticipated to be limited to road crossings 
and culverts and not anticipated to exceed 3% of riparian/wetlands habitat). 

7.1.1.2.12, page 7-51 

(yellow warbler) 

Objective 3.1: Construction in modeled breeding/foraging habitat in riparian/wetlands 
habitat areas will be avoided to the extent practicable (generally anticipated to be 
limited to road crossings and culverts and not anticipated to exceed 5% of modeled 
breeding/foraging habitat). 
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7.1.1.3.1, page 7-54 

(valley elderberry longhorn beetle) 

Objective 2.1: Construction in modeled suitable habitat in riparian/wetlands habitat 
areas will be avoided to the extent practicable (generally anticipated to be limited 
to road crossings and culverts and not anticipated to exceed 2% of modeled 
suitable habitat). 

7.1.1.4.2, page 7-61 

(Tehachapi pocket mouse) 

Objective 3.1: Depending on the existence of essential habitat elements, a live-trapping 
program will be conducted for Tehachapi pocket mouse in suitable habitat in the project 
disturbance zone and within 100 feet of the disturbance zone no earlier than 7 days 
prior to commencement of activities resulting in permanent ground disturbance. In order 
to minimize direct impacts to individuals to the extent feasible, prior to grading a 
trapping program would be conducted for 5 nights in suitable habitat to trap and 
salvage as many individuals as possible from the disturbance zone and release them in 
suitable habitat away from the project disturbance zone (approximately 60% of the 
population within the disturbance zone is estimated to be salvaged based on a 5-night 
trapping program). A Tehachapi pocket mouse relocation plan, which will include, 
at a minimum, the timing and methods for capturing and releasing adults, will be 
prepared prior to the initiation of grading activities. The relocation plan will be 
submitted to CDFG for review. 

7.1.1.5.1, page 7-64 

(coast horned lizard) 

Objective 5.1: Surveys prior to grading will be conducted in suitable habitat. The project 
biologist will make reasonable efforts to capture and relocate any observed individuals 
to suitable habitat that is the closest distance to the disturbance area from where the 
individuals were removed. A coast horned lizard relocation plan, which will include, 
at a minimum, the timing and methods for capturing and releasing adults, will be 
prepared prior to the initiation of grading activities. The relocation plan will be 
submitted to CDFG for review. 

7.1.1.5.2, page 7-67 

(two-striped garter snake) 

Objective 4.1: Construction project manager will be provided two alternative options to 
avoid and minimize impacts to two-striped garter snake individuals: 

1. Prior to grading, the project biologist will conduct daily surveys by walking through 
suitable habitat to be disturbed that day to clear the area of garter snakes.  The 
project biologist will make reasonable efforts to capture and relocate any 
observed individuals to suitable habitat that is the closest distance to the 
disturbance area from where the individuals were removed. A two-striped garter 
snake relocation plan, which will include, at a minimum, the timing and 
methods for capturing and releasing adults, will be prepared prior to the 
initiation of grading activities. The relocation plan will be submitted to 
CDFG for review. 

Table 7-1, page 7-93 to -94 For occupied bird nests, the project biologist will establish appropriate buffers for active 
nests detected during surveys prior to grading, in compliance with applicable regulatory 
protocols and in accordance with this plan. Active nests and designated buffers will 
be shown on appropriate planning maps. Construction within the buffers will be avoided 
until the nests are abandoned or until the young have fledged or have been reared. 

Prior to grading, a live-trapping program will be conducted for Tehachapi pocket mouse 
in areas with essential habitat for the species in the project disturbance zone and within 
100 feet of disturbance zone no earlier than 7 days prior to commencement of activities 
resulting in permanent ground disturbance. The trapping program would be conducted 
for 5 nights prior to grading in suitable habitat to trap and remove as many individuals 
as possible and relocate them to suitable habitat away from the project disturbance 
zone, in accordance with a relocation plan. 
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Prior to grading, the project biologist will make reasonable efforts to capture and 
relocate any observed individuals to suitable habitat that is the closest distance to the 
disturbance area from where the individuals were removed. Relocation of observed 
individuals may be undertaken consistent with the appropriate scientific collection 
permits and relocation plan; all handling of amphibians shall be conducted in 
accordance with the fieldwork code of practice developed by the Declining Amphibian 
Populations Task Force (DAPTF 2009). 

Section 8, Changed Circumstances and Plan Implementation 

NONE IDENTIFIED  

Section 9, Funding 

Table 9-2, page 9-5 For occupied bird nests, the Tejon Staff Biologist will establish appropriate buffers for 
active nests detected during surveys conducted prior to grading, in compliance with the 
objectives in this Plan and applicable regulatory protocols. Active nests and 
designated buffers will be shown on appropriate planning maps. Construction within the 
buffers will be avoided until the nests are abandoned or until the young have fledged or 
have been reared. 

At the discretion of the Tejon Staff Biologist, during surveys conducted prior to grading, 
relocation of observed individuals may be undertaken consistent with the appropriate 
scientific collection permits and relocation plan; all handling of amphibians shall be 
conducted in accordance with the fieldwork code of practice developed by the Declining 
Amphibian Populations Task Force (DAPTF 2009). 

At the discretion of the Tejon Staff Biologist, a live trapping program will be conducted 
for Tehachapi pocket mouse in suitable habitat in the project disturbance zone and 
within 100 feet of disturbance zone no earlier than 7days prior to commencement of 
activities resulting in permanent ground disturbance. In order to minimize direct impacts 
to individuals to the extent feasible, prior to grading, a trapping program would be 
conducted for 5nights in suitable habitat to  trap and salvage as many individuals as 
possible from the disturbance zone and release them in suitable habitat away from the 
project disturbance zone, in accordance with a relocation plan. 

Section 10, Alternatives 

NONE IDENTIFIED  

Section 11, Literature Cited 

p 11-10 CDFG. 2011e. “Wild Pig Management Program.” Accessed at 
http://dfg.ca.gov/wildlife/hunting/pig. 

p 11-35 TRC. 2012. Reported Hunting Harvest of Deer and Pigs, Tejon Ranch, 2001–2011. 
August 2012.  

Appendix C, Implementing Agreement 

3.17, page 8 The term "Initial TMV Planning Area Open Space Lands" means those approximately 
10,772 10,572 acres of lands…. 

3.24, page 9 The term "Remaining Mitigation Lands" means the 56,423 acres of Established Open 
Space remaining after recordation of a conservation easement over the 37,099-acre 
Condor Study Area and the 12,229 12,429 acres of Initial TMV Planning Area Open 
Space Lands remaining… 
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5.1.1, page 17 (e)(2) Prior to initiation…The Parties shall undertake best efforts to negotiate the terms 
of conservation easements covering the remaining Mitigation Lands in Established 
Open Space within one year, which may be extended upon mutual written agreement.  
The Parties further agree to coordinate with the California Department of Fish and 
Game and Kern County, as needed. Permittee may, at its option, increase the 
acreage of the Initial TMV Planning Area Open Space Lands to coordinate 
easement boundaries with the California Department of Fish and Game. The 
obligation to record a conservation easement over the TMV Planning Area Open Space 
portion of the Initial Mitigation Lands will be extended for up to five years provided that 
a Memorandum of Permit and irrevocable offer to convey a conservation easement or 
other appropriately restricted conveyance satisfactory to USFWS is recorded prior to 
TMV Project groundbreaking activities.    

5.1.1, page 19 (e)(4) The 12,229acres of TMV Planning Area Open Space Lands within the Remaining 
Mitigation Lands shall be preserved in perpetuity...The exact boundaries of the 
remaining 12,229acres of TMV Planning Area Open Space Lands within the Remaining 
Mitigation Lands will be determined as the TMV Planning Area is developed.   

Appendix D, Habitat Suitability Criteria Methods 

California condor, page D-23 Other Parameters: Included vegetation communities listed above and that meet the 
canopy cover parameters (described below) only where these communities occur on 
ridgetops (i.e., within 100 feet of the centerline of the mapped ridgetops within Covered 
Lands) or on slopes equal to or greater than 17 degrees (or equal to or greater than 
30% slopes). In addition, only vegetation communities that also have 0–10% canopy 
cover or 10%–40% canopy cover or grass, not-a-part, and chaparral were included in 
the final model due to the need for condor to forage in open habitats. None 
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Table 3-1 

General Vegetation Communities in the Covered Lands 

Vegetation Type Acres in Covered Lands1 Percentage of Covered Lands 

Scrubs 

Alluvial scrub 36 < 1 

Mojavean scrub 6,951 5.1 

Saltbush/buckwheat scrub 290 < 1 

Scrub 564 < 1 

Total Scrubs 7,841 5.8 

Chaparrals 

Brewer’s oak scrub 2,720 2.0 

Chaparral 11,050 8.2 

Scrub oak 641 < 1 

Undetermined chaparral 4 < 1 

Total Chaparrals 14,415 10.7 

Grasslands 

Disturbed/nonnative grassland 6,411 4.8 

Grassland 17,387 12.9 

Native grassland 1,146 < 1 

Total Grasslands 24,944 18.5 

Savannahs 

Black oak savannah 29 < 1 

Blue oak savannah 5,114 3.8 

Canyon oak savannah 432 < 1 

Gray pine savannah 64 < 1 

Interior oak savannah 276 < 1 

Mixed oak savannah 11,997 8.9 

Valley oak savannah 5,603 4.2 

Undetermined savannah 678 < 1 

White oak savannah 8,927 6.6 

Total Savannahs 33,120 24.5 

Woodland 

Black oak woodland 2,701 2.0 

Blue oak woodland 9,089 6.7 

California buckeye woodland 338 < 1 

Canyon oak woodland 6,193 4.6 

Gray pine woodland 109 < 1 

Black oak/valley oak woodland 761 < 1 

Mixed oak woodland 28,086 20.8 

Oak woodland 147 < 1 

Pinyon pine woodland 285 < 1 

Undetermined woodland 153 < 1 

White oak woodland 874 < 1 

Total Woodland 48,736 36.1 
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Vegetation Type Acres in Covered Lands1 Percentage of Covered Lands 

Conifers 

Conifer/mixed oak 912 < 1 

Incense-cedar stand 4 < 1 

Intermixed conifer 1,059 < 1 

White fir stand 320 < 1 

White fir/mixed oak 1,661 1.2 

Total Conifer Forest 3,956 2.9 

Riparian/Wetland 

Riparian scrub 76 < 1 

Riparian/wetland 10 < 1 

Wetland 281 < 1 

Lake 336 < 1 

Total Riparian/Wetland 703 < 1 

Riparian Woodland 

Riparian woodland 43 < 1 

Oak riparian 16 < 1 

Total Riparian Woodland 59 < 1 

Wash 

Desert wash/riparian/seeps 841 < 1 

Wash 22 < 1 

Total Wash 863 < 1 

Nonnative Land Covers 

Agriculture 232 < 1 

Developed 127 < 1 

Total Nonnative Land Covers 359 < 1 

Total 134,996 100 

Notes: 

1 Acreages are based on the Covered Lands encompassing 134,996 acres, or the total Covered Lands (141,886 acres) less the acreage in 
Other Lands (6,890 acres) (i.e., Not-A-Part Inholdings [i.e., lands owned by other entities, including California Department of Water 
Resources (DWR) and private entities] and areas where existing uses not covered under this TU MSHCP [i.e., mineral extraction and 
cemetery uses] would occur). 
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